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Examiner 

M. Huseman 
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FOTH ET AL. 



Art Unit 
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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely, 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maidmum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply vy;ithin the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 11 October 2002 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Expa/Te Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1z8 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Clalm(s) 1^8 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)]J accepted or b)\3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request tliat any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

1 1) n The proposed drawing correction filed on is: 3)0 approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, con-ected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-{d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau {PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachmentfs) 



1 ) M Notice of References Cited (PTO-a92) 

2) n Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) S information Disciosure Statennent{s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 4 and 5 . 



4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No{s). 

5) im Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) n Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 7/1 3/02 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. While Applicants appear to be correct in their statement that "... the 
content secure container and the metadata secure container are downloaded to an end 
user at different times, it is believed that Applicants' claim 1 limitations, in view of 
paragraph 5, below, also do not perform concurrently. Therefore, the art rejection of 
claim 1 stands. However, a more detailed description of Downs et al in relation to 
Applicants' claims is below. Applicant Is also directed to paragraph 5 below for further 
explanation. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because reference characters "106" and "124" have both been used to designate the 
merchant's computer. On page 20, line 6, it is confusing when numbers from one figure 
(element 106, figure 1) do not have correspondence to the same element in another 
fi-rjure (element 124, figure 2) and vice-versa; i.e, element 172 is shown on figure 2, 
there is no element 106 shown on figure 2 and element 172 is not shown on figure 1 . A 
proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not 
be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: Ori page 9, 
line 18, "206" should probably be - -204- On page 20, line 6 - 7, it is not clear as to 
what is meant by "...broker broker's merchant web site... " (emphasis added). Perhaps 
"broker", line 6, and merchant, line 7, should be deleted. On page 20, line 24, it is not 
clear as to what is meant by "[t]he internal at which..." (emphasis added). 

Appropriate con-ection is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following Is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilted in the 
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art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 1 - 3 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as 
containing subject matter wtiicti was not described in the specification in such a way as 
to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time 
the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. In claim 1, it is 
stated that the computer is used "... for reading the downloaded header and 
displaying... information... while concurrently downloading the encoded digital content 
product into the computer". However, on page 9, lines 16-18, of the specification it is 
stated that "the remainder of the file are respectively downloaded only if the buyer 
chooses to view the product preview... or buy the digital content item." (emphasis 
added) Further, on page 17, lines 9 - 14, it is stated that the encrypted digital content is 
being decrypted concurrently with being downloaded to the browser for display. Hence, 
it does not appear that the downloading of the header and displaying information is 
disclosed as occurring "while concurrently downloading the encoded digital content 
product into the computer", but rather that while the encoded digital product is being 
downloaded it is concurrently being decrypted. Ap,;:^licants are respectfully requested to 
indicate where in the disclosure the language of claim 1 is described. 

Also, it is not clear from the specification as to where there is disclosure for 
"downloading into the computer... information related to purchasing a digital content 
product and the digital content product in encoded form"; i.e., on page 9, as indicated 
above, it appears that only a part of the digital content product is downloaded. 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an internattonal application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Downs et al. 
Regarding claim 1 : 
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Applicants' step of downloading a digital content file including a header 
(information related to purchasing a digital content product) and the digital content 
product in encoded form reads on the digital content-related data or metadata (header). 
SC(s) element 641, Applicants' digital content product reads on content 113, Applicants' 
merchant reads on figure 6, elements 101, 1 11. and 103, see also column 69, lines 22 - 
24, Applicants' digital content product in encoded form reads on the storage of the 
content 113 at a content hosting site, element 1 1 1 , and Applicants' step of using the 
computer for reading reads on the SC(s), element 641 , column 75, lines 1 1 - 20. 
Regarding claim 4: 

Applicants' step of inputting reads on the filename of the content input to a queue 
by the computer of the operator of the workflow manager, element 154, the web site 
location reads on the path and filename of the digital content, column 51 , lines 24 - 39, 
Applicants' step of connecting to the web site reads on the remote access capability of 
the operator of the workflow manager, column 49, lines 1 1 - 22, and Applicants' step of 
storing the content reads on the digital content stored at the Content Provider, element 
1 01 and columns 8 and 9, lines 48 - 53 and lines 48 - 55. respectively. 
Regarding claim 5: 

Applicants' step of inputting into the computer a location reads on the inherent 
input to the computer of the "target destination", column 66, lines 53 - 57. 
Regarding claim 6: 

Applicants' product file reads on the Content SC(s), element 630 and column 28, 
lines 7-9. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
PatentabilKy shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 2, 3, 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Downs et al. 
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Applicants' step of inputting a request to purchase reads on column 75, lines 20 
- 24 and element 105 (broker computer), and Applicants' step of receiving a key for 
decoding, from the clearinghouse (broker), reads on element 623 and column 77, lines 
33-40. 

Although Downs et al teach that the content 113 is first decoded at the end user 
(computer) with one key, element 623, then re-encrypted with a SEAL key for ultimate 
storage at the end user, Downs et al do teach that the SEAL encrypted content can be 
concurrently played (displayed) while it is being decoded. See column 82, lines 51 - 
55. Therefore, it is considered that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to perform decoding and playing concurrently, based 
on the first key as a matter of design preference, rather than re-encrypting the content 
with a different second key and then concurrently decoding and playing if utilizing a 
second key (SEAL key) is not a requirement for proper security of the content at the end 
user device as again, the technology of concurrently decoding and playing is taught by 
Downs et al. 
Regarding claim 9: 

Although Downs et al do not teach storing the content unencrypted, it is 
considered that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to store content in an unencrypted form as a matter of preference; i.e., if 
security is not an issue at the place of storage. Also, it is considered old and well 
known that by storing unencrypted data, that the data will require less processing time if 
it is necessary to obtain the data quickly while within the place of content storage, prior 
to its transmission. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Lang, Johnson et al, Heer at al, Chan and Saito each teach that 
the data may be encrypted or unencrypted for various reasons. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or eariier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to M. Huseman whose telephone number is 703-605-4277. 
The examiner can nornnally be reached on Monday - Friday, 6:30 AM - 3:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammel! can be reached on 703-305-9768. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703- 
305-7687 for regular communications and 703-305-7687 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
1113. 
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